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2R B 5 VR 55 (Integrated Writing Task ) f2&“ [l W il ¥ Jm — Dl 2R S F 5 A
ERE, I BR H™ B EAE SCAYIE 5 (Knoch et al. ,2013:306) , B4R FE—51E W
N—E—E VRl i 5—Wr I—E RSB, BAEFIRPEAL 5 A 1 Z 005 5 i Re . 45
GBS AT L BT A VERE S PFAS 00 5 A5 B, AR 1 5 VR X B0 B
WAER” (5 55,2012.43) , BIL, B AN RELES PRtk 9 Bl e ) iz R X —
EAEAE S5, Bl an & 2% et i 5 205 il i N8 i A S VR FNFEAR 25 P i
Wr—i—5 1155 % .

EARR LA B AR 55 5 R 2 SR R 48R , W O E AR S B AR BN T2 AT, &
9, MGG AR UL B 55 32 B 32 7R A S SRR S5 A0 L, 276 B A AT 55 BE A2 38 4 T 13244
BHOFIA BB I E NS, A B T30E % A R 80 BB A iR sl =X

Wr#m B 81 :2025-02-11
ESWH: B RAAHZEAET R P BABBE EEBITNIFATHAFEMERZEF T (22BYY095) Fo b T8 44 0 F A5 MR A A “ 4
FALEAK S A 35 RT3 8 F R ARZHFRT (SGH23Y2339) 69 Fir Bkt s R
EBERIN 28,4, BRI BEXFIEETIFMRRS I, L, 22N FETNEL,
KA, &, BRI BERFEIFEMALHL A, T2REFEMNRFR,
SR X sk IE . FAMRE BRI 5 TR S-HE ST [J]. SRR 3C,2025(4) 183198,
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T BTtz = BIE K B R S (T2 45,2012 3 4 56,2022) Ok 7R RS
ERER T, “ LR A B VRS Re AT B X 2R RUAT 5516 30, R 25 FITGAR IR SCA | LR A
B R B 2 SCAR B8 [0 N 1 SCAF I SEYE Sl A B T 4 1 M 2% A 2 AR A ) P T 4
HEJ1” (Plakans,2009:580) ; i )& , BA T 7 B AEAE 55 FZE & S AEAE 55 BT LU 9E B | 25
BT 55 AU A 4RI T4 S5 U 5 B AR A (Plakans ,2008) , HAE7E — & 2
JE 385 AR P S RN AN ZH 28U 28 ( Plakans et al. ,2012) .

H 20 4 90 A-RLDKR , HAME KERG B AR 55 AT SRR AR S5, o iR BRI GE 9
SR TR A, B AT R IR A LU T VR SCAR (1) T BE KA FH SR B (Weigle et
al. ,2012;Plakans et al. ,2012) ; J&/RFFIE AT 55 I R X 25 G B AER MBS0 ( Cho et al. |
2013;Shi et al. ,2020) ;5 2B AERR B | 0 A B2 5508 T R AR 6 285 15 AR DU A 23 19 0 4
JH (Plakans et al. ,2016;Liao et al. ,2024) ; Z545 PP 43 2 R A JF & A4 ( Chan et al.
2015;0hta et al. ,2018) %5, EHNXT TLAE GRS SR AL AN, E 2 F 5825 2L 51T
5 RIE  BUATRFE RAELL R I 558 5 VR 55 BN AU 95 (IR an B 45,2022 ; 5 i 71
8 2023) s B TARICIZ 5 2] B R A2 G B AR 55 RIS e (fi] 352 45,2012 fi]
Y 45 ,2023) TG B SR 45 N R X 45 B 5 VR 55 R I 0 (IR — 45,2022 5K
T 4F,2023) 5 REEEE AR S RO IR ST (B8 48,2014 5 ,2021) 4,

gE LT E NN LR BARE 55 W98 2 LI SRS A0 32 | A 2 5 i Rk 25 2
T H & R B2 A IS BT T R AT RGO BB A AT, [ PN 24 X T 25 8 B ARAT 55 145
FAAFREE B B WF R i B 2R B2 G5 — b IF S B AR A B, PR, AR SC LA
Web of Science #0586 508 122 R i, {5 Bl SCHk 1125 nT AL B0 Citespace (6.3.R3),
BT ESME 20 47 (2003—2023) 255 B AL 55 1 & SCR AR DL BIFGE 300 & it 34, il
1% EANE A VEAT 55 5T BB EE -5 AT, DAY S [ P AR S o $ A4 A A 4, TR s g
B 40 98 1 IS S S R 4 i e I

1 ®RIEIT

1.1 AR5 19 4
(1) EANFEA BARAT 55 k58 2 SCEEMARR I angaT 2
(2) EAMEA BARAE 5B 5T A 3 A R e 9
(3) EANEE BAEAT 55 W98 0 & R s iy
1.2 %3 R R
Web of Science /0> A 8 W) SSCI A A&HCT - JZE ST 57 A 391 FI38 SCRT LA B FE Bl

IR T T TR R R AT SR PRI, AS B 5 DA LA 58 P v i SR 3 RS R 1
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R, B 3 R 5 M “ Integrated writing task ” “ Source-based Writing” “ Reading-to-write
task” “ Listening-to-write task ” “ Continuation task ™, #F 77 45 4 2 £& T “ Education” Al
“Linguistics” A1, 1EF R AE A “ English” , SCERZERIIE R « Article” , I [H] 3 il FR & 7
2003 4F 1 H 1 HZE 2023 4 12 A 31 H , ARG SCHK 425 45, Soab A7 40 5 1352 Sk 1
ROFIR 2L | N T HERR 5 U AR DG SCHR (46 517 S BURIE S ) A HiE T 208 5754
T 5 55 5 A O B SCHRVE Ry 43 B SCAR

1.3 B 75 %

A58z H CiteSpace AJRALER 1 A LR G B VRAT S5 DE S BL = J0R B, B 7E 2
a7 EANE G SRV BB BORAAE A FE AR SURT & RE RIS . S, ARBFgE 2 1 [ Ah Sk
RSCEATIE, I il 1 SCHERES R R, [R50 e S S TR] iy L B3 A SR 2 o B DA R 5
BRI RAAZ I T 5 SR 0 N Sig B, BARPRSE LRI T |56, 5
Web of Science 2% 2] i AH I SCHik 5 A F CiteSpace FR A4, E4T SCHk B bR vfE AL AL BRAN 5 &
AR Howk, T A BRE BY SCRR B, 4T SCHR & SO I GE T I Hopk 58 7 i AT 1A 40 5
45, 00 B SCER IS | TR 459 10 SC BT s SCRRS L5 3858, T8 I [A] 35 82 2 2003 31| 2023
A EFTRIT) SR 17 SRR ORI A Sy AR i X6 SCHERABOC B T S BLRN SR IS A B, I DG i
T B AT HES 5 SR 2 W OC B TR) Je I DX RT3 5 e, AR T 29 748 A ) 5 1 A oG
I 2 PR
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AW FERG A5 5 AT B SCIR K A0 [ N S ) ) SR 5 DR 3R TR AR IS SN (7]
RIRHBRHE, WE 1 fis,2003—2023 48], EAMEG S 1EAT 55 45 B kS0 Rk 2 3
B KA, 2003—2011 4F 1], XGOS 7T AL T FRIS 0 2E B B, e R i 218, AT
JE R SCHRAUR 1~5 55 32012—2018 4F[], 1% S0 5 iE AN FHAE ) B B, =i 52 i ) SCRik 2
FEX— B BAmEL (W3 1) , 85 DI due i W 9 R A BHEE 1, 5 IR B R AR e iR s
YEAKF-RBINAE T, B WA X — 2 T 25 G 5 VRAT 55 A ST SARAT 55 347 1 A (Guo et
al. , 2013) , Wb, #HSEE RELFEEIERIEIIZ H (Yang et al. ,2012) FIESCA A1
(Plakans et al. ,2013) , 53515k FH 22 5T [ 43 M A A5 4 05 R s B A 58 7 vk UESE TR 25
1155 08U E A R B VR AR A S, i 1 I R 2 B AR T R G AR RE 1y 2
>R BASTES - REASE (Alister Cumming et al. ,2016) R SCRRAMTIE L TFXF 69 WiLi s
VEAT 55 SEFFT A0 A 8 A 0 T A — PR Z53E , XRS5 AT T2 R R A B 1E
PR SRRSO TS BERMMR R W] TR LR G SR 55 B2 AR
HE IR AT, NG e ) SCER 22 R B R A RNR S 0 s R ISR A A e L (A
— s R AT T . FE 2019—2023 4R [A], i Gk SCRERF LI K AR 2 00 K
JRI B, 7E 2022 AR RIUE(H . [HILBY B s ) SCERIT A2 | i Z PRI R A 5E
HAE 2023 4F & SCiA Pl iX R W 2B e FEHE S 25 5 B AR R i — 2P R e

#1 ENGASEERSHRBEMATHEE LR

XEER £& &RREIE | W5I5HX

Predicting human judgments of essay quality in both integrated

) . | Liang Guo, Scott A. Crossley,
and independent second language writing samples: A compari- 2013 251
Danielle S. McNamara

son study

Discourse synthesis in integrated second language writing as-
Lia Plakans 2009 228

sessment

Students’ writing from sources for academic purposes: A syn- | Alister Cumming, Conttia Lai,

2016 224

thesis of recent research Hyeyoon Cho
Using multiple texts in an integrated writing assessment:

Lia Plakans, Atta Gebril 2013 190
Source text use as a predictor of score
Second Language Writers’ Strategy Use and Performance on an

Hui-Chun Yang, Lia Plakans 2012 172
Integrated Reading-Listening-Writing Task
Assessing Integrated Writing Tasks for Academic Purposes:

Alister Cumming 2013 165

Promises and Perils
IR 1 s | SRR AT, AMER L, 256 5 RV 8 BB 15 2 T W] g A 92
T e ) R B A Y Y58 1% R I 58 LI ) — A OB 2R . 48 T I, Wi 20

EREEE G RO I AR RIS 07 ik 2EA T 190 AT JE M s 2 AN 5 1o 2 S At 2L Sk
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R L < WS OT 7 R RGeS G B ER o, 4 EIAMIF ST 7 k4l 43 13 28 % 0
SCEAT BN R 2RI 07 vk Bk T3 ge it Wk 2 s, AN 20 4R L5 S VET
FELAEALIESE )2 3, 4 T F ST BB 72% , FRPERIFSE 5 3 0 e M B FBL i, 240 5
WFFE B 28% . FEREACAIFGY 7 vk AU I 5 7 vk v o 4 32 S b 67 1) 40 S S 6 7k T 48
534k

FEXT AR GY 7 VA AT A B e 3, — TR oY T Rl el G 2 A i AL o ik T
BRI T, SEITEHRAT 55 PR B ko 2 35 DR Ao AR o Sl ik O AT 55 S Ak itk A T
PRI, RR LG B AEAT 55 050w IR S A2 2 ROCR . g Sr 48 - R R 4E (Khaled
Barkaoui , 2014 ) 7E 42 S iH 15 F A8 1KV R &4 A B REPI 48 f2 X TOFEL iBT 75 5 1k
1E55 RS IR, SR T #5028 525 . Zhang (2017) 0 T 858 L5415 5 4E 45 T2 T R 4t
X PEEAE A ME (EFL) % 2 E S AERE ) & ReWAE T 44 2 5 S5 30 (1038 A= 43 DU A~ 41 3 2R 4 T
T IET AT — /5 I —2E 3R J5 I T, RS L R ) RS 25 & B AR
m B v R WA S AESE L E SN R, W Zhao et al.
(2023) i FHY ) & P A5 AR 0k B BRI S SR g = 4EE W s e T
=HEMOCHR I AR B 5 1E B B LA BIEE 5 ekt B A e S Em B —51ER
WA T S P A 8O0 . R FORIR R LA BAER U B A 2R | A oK B - BTfri /R
5% 2 % ( Abolhasani Hamideh et al. ,2022) FMF57 R &M G R FRT T30 B R 5
VEERTER R A R B AER B . K2 HE - 114755 (Payant Caroline et al. ,2019) #57
(1) Z2 70 [ AR AR U 3 B | A8 ORI 152 70 B0 I8 R AR BEEE 5 456 B AR 55 B AR 80
BETMKEER, EREEC BN T B EREANE R ENEE TR, R IEREZ
J& , BF9EE A ] L2SCA | Coh-Metrix 55 SCAS /3 Hr T HARBOPEAL 15 5 BT & e iR, PR ER
XUEFEPR SR G E VRIS R |, Q)i TRl F T8 52 2% FE 4R 400RT Be X A 7 R 2R
AT 55 BN TG 73 B BA A TR B B (Zhang et al. , 2023) , ARS8 E: 7L M ELIC
SALAEAELG S, AnFmiHR - KREKIK S (Michel Marije et al. ,2020) B8 58 H LA Bl
P VAR T 5 VR IR RS VERAT 2 DA B 545 A G A N S AR ARk . AL 30 1 G
AT SR BIRPE I HERA M . BT - 4% A1 LK (Gebril Atta,2009) 3z HIZRN T K 145
BB 55 R ST B VEAT 5546 43 BOREFE J5 T 0 AT Lk . 2218 Rasch ) det 325 A8 1138 5 4k
FERSH TR0 GRS R B AR 43850 R R AT B LA I AR i, WNTE 40 B A — 2 A
RS (Xie, 2023)
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TER BRI T IE AT BN A B, 7E RTS8k b B T B0 R BRI A U8
H SRR SR S SO TR, BIF T 8 a8 i A P S S i L a0 B 3, O AT
SRR AT TR TTRIE RS, VTR R 2 8% A4 DRI IR FRR S XS
VEAE 5 BB L 5 i e v i ) DRIKE RSO FARAAE PP ad R P O R B K55, FRfd
FHSCHR AR W50 18 W R Geka 2 e A B A5 08 B T SR A 26 b IR 5 Akl
AR FCALAR 5 B RO, LG 26 H A5 5 ZER B9 SCHR . i e i 5 SCHR R B 45 (2016) B0 5T
RIVR ISR oA i | i ok A 25 A NSEUERT T, A5 1 T FH 58, O R SR8 3 B AERIT ST
et THCRISHME, R MLk —Bo ViR i 07 st AT, S8 1 (e 12 030
AT S8
x2 ESNEEEHEESENMRETRTIESZE(2003—2023 F)

MRAE Bikazk H=
523 ik 92
SRS 34
Ak 28
AR T E & #E % 17
186 (72%) iR B8 BF K 3
AT 8
WAL 38 3% 2
% W Rasch M & 3% 2
E RS 37
W& 23

Ji e R T
Bk 6

72 (28%)
SCHR 2T 3% 4
FIR-QE RS 2

S EAMEE BRI 5 A I R A SSERE R SR B e I SR R D
s RGPS 3 s B g b, B BB B IR A S IR A

B N ARG I BRIE A SCIERF 58 IR H E R0 (2012) $2 4 1 B K M e 5 82 5 142 2= )
B, AR (2023 .85) A “ N2 J5 28 5 AH S 9E R0 0 h =AB Be, 43 i) SR i 2 B B
(2012—2014) FFBE 4 Hr B (2015—2021) FIPEH K By B (2021—2023) 7, & PN SCHik 3=
BLLITR R S5 AR TSR G, 2R & BVEMOCCIICA 11 F . WTUE R BNSGEE
VRO ST [FIAE 2 IR 3 BARAS T [EIA1, A SR D8, iIF R AT 55 R LA ip— . R
LA SRR 2 e 25 5 5 VR R B R 3R D7 T8, AR5 3 {0 ) e ) 50 30 12 R )

ER R A SR SCAR AT 0 . AT ST e AR S AR R P R R SR iz ],
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TR BRI ST AR T B G5 Oy R A5 O I EA TR IR
2.2 BRI E A

DR BRI SCHRAZ O PR 25 B MR 4 FIORS e, o A9 O 1) e B A M A I 9 3 B 1 A s 28
AW E AT 20 ARLR A B ARSI T 00 DG HliA) 75 Hh OGS R L BN R T | SOG4 i) 2R
SR RS R SR R AR S 2R

TE SR T I35 o (ULIET 2) , 57 m R R — AN SR, 5 98 DR/ IS 0 s e
T BE R AE SCAS B A 5 T T A5 =2 T 14 3 e WU G AIE 2 s 48 O it ) 22 (] 1 L 3 56
R LA AR H R T e R BB

case study _discourse analysis

@lignment  graphwitng  ddeal 12 wﬁting self

avriting quality self-efficacy

' &ognitive processes

@ccuracy [ chinese efl students .
: &ohesion
Jask complexity f5| "
srategyuse  gontinuation task grated writing
«&oherence 4
Syntactic complexity keyboarding skills
&ollaborative writing ’ 3 . et
extrapolation inference @ndependent ertlng

complexity G writing ~scong_ Synthesis writing dliscourse synthesis
GOUI’CG use

essment
uthorial voice «orpus linguistics - ngn
’ paraphrasing Gcademlc ertlng

@nglish as a foreign language \ generalizability theory
summary writing plagiarism @ading-to-write score reliability

v o wriing _pertomancs, | riting from sources
cnglish for academic purposes (eap)

&ollaborative learning lexical sophistication

@onstruct validity

Keystroke logging

Jnotivation 3
ual borrowing

self-regulation

citeSpace

first language
argumentation
Litation

]

B2 ESMEESIEE ST LR I N i

R P 00 2% 235 460 IR 25 ) 175 DA, CiteSpace 23 T R/~ 48 b ok 17 J4) G 5 1) 3R 288 TR 154
R BISEHAE (Q fB) AP RRER(E (S H) o — Bk UL, “ 2R Q HR T 0. 3, B A R4
BE MR SHERT 0.5, BARKEGHM; MY SHART 0.7 i, BELRIEH S ANE
AR (DG 45 ,2015:249) , K3 BEMLE K Q=0.7392, S=0. 8865, FHH RIS 45 T4k i
FHANMEMR,

3% 3 JRIETF CiteSpace MIAALA T XA network _summary_2003—-2023" % {1t 5 ] i)
g it 6. H P “integrated writing” “ assessment” “ writing from sources” “ L2 writing”

“academic writing” 5§ 20 N SCHEIR N £35S VRAT 55 A ST GUBUN 1Y S AR
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ive writing

+ #7 accuracy , #2 collaborative learning

.

..
generalizabjlity theory
21 .

¥ cohesion , i o e
A H accuracy ideal 12 wyiting sélf, * ~ .
#38 keybggprgw‘?msﬁglls mru;m =" ea zwﬁ«n; i.,.;’ -caderr?vq&:ng
score Aphablity 2 #5 discourse synthesis
eystrokg logging % Lo
T ’ discdursgsynthesis
'efical.::fﬂ:,:::::,,g #0 integrated £QSk
v\:ritiné vr@ Sources K\ v s X d ’.’ A . "
#3plagiarism integr; miting construgg validity
N sa@peit L | #1 sumiary writing
plagidrism , i A X )3
’ e,|. english as a fogeign Ia'nguage
#9 discourse analysis " #4 reading-to-write tasks
W ‘english for académicpurposes (eap) PR - A
8 nthe riting ding -write ¢
SN y’ ".s“ \ g soutgp use
. . #6 english for academic purposes
3 ESREEEESHRXBRBLMAEEL
*3 ESNEEBEESHRXBIAMSIT
FS K x| FS KA 8RR
1 integrated writing 53 11 English as a foreign language 13
2 assessment 46 12 continuation task 11
3 writing from sources 34 13 alignment 10
4 L2 writing 30 14 syntactic complexity 9
5 academic writing 28 15 writing quality 9
6 reading—to—write 22 16 strategy use 8
7 English for Academic Purposes (EAP) 19 17 accuracy 6
8 construct validity 18 18 collaborative writing 6
9 source use 16 19 corpus linguistics 6
10 independent writing 15 20 textual borrowing 5

SRR LI PR | S R 2 R R S B I TR 8 13 I b R R Tl 20 4Rk [ A
BRI, FEEAELUT JLA 7 TH 2555 VRt TR A U5 SO R RS w4 L 25
A EECARIER L SRR E T 5 NGS5 1E IME IR LS G B AR5
Hiiz .

F—R AR NGB BT R RSO AR s R 3 R #3
plagiarism ZZ#5 discourse synthesis F1 15 31 ¢ 8 iA] writing from sources | source use , textual
borrowing, TEZEE S VEAESFH X I SCAS 1 i s A ] 22 OC E B2 o vk AR A FH I SCA T
REFECAI DI MREE . “ SCOARBRREAE AR A it , MREVE M T B/ R Ad ] .7 ( Plakans
et al. ,2012:18) RIE SCARE & BIVE G PRI B /EE R BLRA —E PREME, T B — 2 4%

M5 R R, 2 A I E Alis FH— RSN S AR R, “ LG BRI iz flE— 2R
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MIZEF TR R SR IS TR R 2R S SR N Az AR R 1 SR W s A A ( Yang et
al. ,2012.80) 7R Y EEAT |, 1 - EUEGSE (Barry Bai et al. ,2020) A IR T522 2T 19
JEHATIRAIZYE B T A B TS S G BRI B IR RS HESE  JFUESE T LA
H 5 HIRIRIE I IEM R, MEZ T, B X TLE5 B AE R il SCAS (o FH A5k g
18 FHRIF 5T 2 2R B R X 52 5 22 5 AT 55 vh DRI, PR 5T . 1320 275 77 A 1 TR ] 2% 1 4
) F B G R RE R P TR ST R (Wang et al. ,2015) , BT, PRFEIZON £~
YEHEASEII0IE( I ,2017) . RE =55 (2020 152) 8 H .« W [RI&00 AT 7R 15 5 BN TA]
JE T AR B2 42 THE SCR B AR i 7 2 ) 3 W I 5 I8 SO 1 5.3l B[], 4 RE
RO NS A i PR SRR

5 RN R A BESCR B RRHE R IAE & 3 TR IEH#T accuracy il 9 5 £k in)
writing quality ,syntactic complexity, VFZFH WS 1B FEAEXT S AEPE o3 B9 BOAEH . #i
F - 47 3K 5 (Plakans Lia et al. ,2016) VA2 T &2 A2 B R AR R B 3K = N RRAE X
Wr—iS—5 L5 G AR 55 A B i 25 R R TR R LR G S R B i O b 5 1Rk
WEBR IR 5 52 2= BT A Bt A s ), (HL 55 BT AT A8 A 43 PR DG MR B AR, K 1 S HE 1Y
VEFZS BEAE N, WIE 5 DA 200 B 00 R IR) Y (o FH v A 2 5 VR D s &5t 11
FEFF K (Liao et al. ,2024) , LLEWFFEUESE T HFBE  MERG A A% 5 450 R ek 2
ZH e 2 UARGE EIENEZES RIS, KR W EAS A EET a3 28 E £
KiE, BERNCAKREWR SR LIEE IR R SR ( LR/ 55,2015, F 7 4,
2020) , T JLAE, 7 SRR TE T g A SCAS AR, T 2 2 B8 PR 3R b i ) SCAS 18 et AR AL 1) 52 i
(JF— 45,2022, 5K3 45,2023)

B AR E T R PSS EE, KAER 3 th R A#6 English for
Academic Purposes 5 51 5 1f] academic writing, 2% R #8951 ( English for Academic
Purposes , EAP) iZ 8 24 RIEBE T P B4 22 2] MISS i s &I, & & 1T FHE 9505 ( English
for Specific Purposes , ESP) By H %273 3 ( 2214 ,2022) , 1E EAP HUFs HAMSE I Fb 18
SCAE 55 T8 3K R 2 A BT UL o5 5 AR e ol A B XTI A 3 TR SR I 5 4 BN 2R B S5 4R
1155, BUEB LA R RBUURE B, A RSO 3 e F B8 S B ) ( Yang,2012) . AN
[6] T [ AME 0 5 S R W B R B AR R i e, NS BRI R 2 R a2
BrBt, XJEH T 2016 4 —28 0y 1Y % JuiE S T iR A G 405 AL, A S i 2%
H TS8R, T 5 B8 B B A 258 5 VR 55 D05 U I8 R 52 32 [m] S5 75 B 110 QT

SRR S A IEF I B LGS B S s, R 3 h R #2
collaborative learning FlE# X4 7] collaborative writing, WMES VERL R 52 > # LI X} 78§

AN B FE S A R P S R R A S AL St , A 198 i — A1 3C (Storeh,2019)
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TELR B E VR 5 ok TEMES: 2T B 2 A R T BT 5 SCAS i) 35 5 R 78 T gl v g o
[r) 50 3 it B 20 A S AN ZE 0 5 52 i S 44 ( Granado-Peinado M. et al. ,2019) . $&1M,
BE « RIRBT 4 (Sormunen Eero et al. ,2014) FUBF5E & I A X — W5, 7EIZHTSE
R — I/ IN A e o A B PME S 8% 0 A 808 ISR B AR S5, R DBV INA
SR I AT BA )[R 54T AR 27l B B i, R SR 2R 3 P R AR 9 DM 2% > B A G STk, 43
HRFEAAELE W Bl AR 2 8CR (il 45 ,2022) DL R B 2 X — i 1325 205 iR
PRl S (5K 45 ,2022) o £5 E TR, MR TR LR G B AR 55 h i VR b A 1k
— B RER,
2.3 BERALH oA

gk — B LE A B AR AT 55 BF ST 7 2003—2023 4F i) 44 R BF 5T a3, A58 24
il T SRR IA] s X (UL 4)

e Length=1)
X (k=25), LRF=3.0, LIN=10, LBY=5, e=1.0
441 (n/lg)ensity=0.0275)

luded:
discourse; english; students; tasks;

integra writin i i
1 g t@ comgrebenSion syntactic complexity
P! strategy use accuracy
i i performance |earmers
instruction writing quality fluency
di o= asse@ment complexity products
iscourse analysis 4 : . ficienc . -8
academic writing , = prong feyaturessythSIs writing
: knowledge . lexical sophistication
information .
. D e corpus S0
= construct validity motivation
£ B .-l N RS beliefs. . A
E L/ esistudents ~ = - - ideal 12 writing self
. N/ " literacy . . - acquisition
7/ AR S scores

. plagiarism |
W . academic purposes

Surtergpouréon
B4 ESNGA ST ST XEE

H & 4 7], “integrated writing” 3X — JC A 1A 7€ 2009 4F 1 W H B, [A]4F, “ construct
validity” “ academic writing” “ assessment” 5518 1 B, X GIE ] 255 5 AREAT 55 I G 880U — 28Ik
S SR AN PETE & 8 A 2 1B TR 2 AN PE A g N R D B kA 22 R B AR
TRFE T 4% 26 bR o AL 03 24 B 20102015 4E, “ plagiarism” “ writing from sources ”
“ comprehension” Z¢ 1) H B, 2 AL BN SCEIE SCAR iy fft A BRAR BE 9T, 2016 42 )5 BEE A
SRTE S LB SATR 2 0 K RE , S AP SUR R S 40 A T BB 24, “ writing quality”
“syntactic complexity” “ accuracy” “ fluency” &1 B, 27 & B A ik Jx 2 WR A8 b i A 5 44
A, 2018—2022 4, K41 “ beliefs” “ motivation” “ideal L2 writing self” {3, X E S5 E
VEAE S W SE FF UGG 1) 27 21 B R S LAN IS B4l FHAR 0 [ 3K (ideal L2 self) & “iB#HH

HIT R RIER — D BIHLIR R fE R e il ) o B AR . FEZR A ST ST
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H BEAE IR AR A BOA BT A RS AR B 40T e i IR B AR BUR (Zhu et al.
2022) . Zi BRTIR, G GRS IS A D T MW 5 —SCR BT —55 2 2 ShbL 1S bt
ST T AS e LW SE 3 SCORME AWk R GA , LAE I HOB A SR AR &

G I A) AR VZWT T L — I 3] P 52 5 A PR Y S Bt i), S B i) 1) 228 1 mT LA S e 2%
RSO AR ST . RG50S HE TR S BRI rT A, i 20 4R R ESNR G E
VARSI SERTIT 2 0] 20 o LT JL2E PP 3 rTEEME S 3T R 6B AR SCAS B9 TR 0 e ik 0
Pr EAET N BahAd #e

Top 30 Keywords with the Strongest Citation Bursts

Keywords Year Strength Begin End 2003 - 2023
construct validity 2009 218 2016 2020
writing quality 2021 2.05 2021 2023 em——a
strategy use 2017 1.99 2017 2019 —
continuation task 2020 1922020 2023 —
plagiarism 2010 1.88 2010 2015 e —
source use 2010 1.73 2019 2021 — — e
academic writing 2009 1.4 2009 2013 ———
textual borrowing 2012 1.29 2012 2016 —— -
english for academic purposes (eap) 2014 1.222019 2020 e —
paraphrasing 2012 119 2012 2013 —_—
scoring 2014 119 2014 2015 — —
chinese efl students 2012 112012 2014 P ——
citation 2020 112020 2021 —
keyboarding skills 2014 1.06 2014 2016 —
lexical sophistication 2016 1.06 2016 2018 —
12 writing 2012 1.04 2021 2023 e —
cognitive processes 2017 0.99 2017 2018 —
extrapolation inference 2017 0.99 2017 2019 [
corpus linguistics 2018 0.93 2018 2019 —
esl 2003 0.912003 2009 —
collaborative learning 2020 0.87 2020 2023 e
writing from sources 2010 0.86 2020 2023 . o
score reliability 2009 0.84 2009 2015
case study 2003 0.8 2003 2014 —
independent writing 2009 0.78 2013 2014 - —
generalizability theory 2009 0.75 2009 2018 —
discourse analysis 2003 0.69 2003 2015 ———
collaborative writing 2019 0.69 2019 2020 —
reading-to-write 2007 0.68 2014 2015 —
summary writing 2008 0.63 2008 2016 —_— .

Es5 ENEASEESHRLRARNEL

BAEE] 2015 47 LR B H VRS T v SEME R R AT R IFE 48 32 X, FEARILAE
ZE PLIA]“ scoring” “score reliability” . HT2RH G VEIE 55 B8 I, Ko b 5
VEAE S S HBR M, 205 & T H T46 SRR 5 0 BTt 343 72 % ( Chan et al. |
2015 ;Shin et al. ,2015) . HJF T ELAIFFTUE B, {0 FH o0 M 0 D43 2 e A5 10 2085 LR
AR RG-S BE AT 45”7 (Ohta et al. ,2018:33) o X & i1 T/ IT/r = 4 it
TR PEAr TS T WE5R T I E R (RO

2016—2023 4, 2= AN LR G H VRS T 58 R E R AW A J5 i, — X5 VR CRE
T FEAE VG A S5 A 5, S ZERBLAE 2 3R] © writing quality” “lexical sophistication” ; 75—
HRe2 2 B S VEAT R S A 5 B S R 5T, EARBLLE 28 BLIA] “ strategy use” “ source
use” “ cognitive processes” .

Bl 5 45 SCAS A3 A T L A A R, D 5 ORI ) 45 G i BRI T 22 6 5
VEXCARTE RS R, 28 U - k5 - XIRMAR BL/R 5% (Seyyed Ehsan Golparvar
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et al. ,2022) JA# T 15 5 RHE ( R A) 5 2Pk TRNC A 2Rtk B FNE 5 ER M ) X 3R 45
BEVERNE HLUHGE S AR, IFFE 45 AR, i A A FIE S vER 2>
SEERE RN HEVRE S B0 AR BN R 2 oAb, B 2435 R F SRk oy
Mk, B A i A SCIRIR T 25 B B AR U R 52 8 5 . FEBRHE - 455 (Chan Sathena et
al. ,2022) PEAF I —T0 0 AT, SRR K 5 286 5 7 SCAR B i (AR S M de i, LU 2 R S
AREEA HGUVRANEE 20 TN 24 5 SO e 1 AH G e/, X 5 e RGO - BILUK
% (Kyle et al. ,2016) & ILAYIRNC I Z2 0 F2R-5 5 AR T AR T4k 22 8] A0 55 A DG — 2, 14
WE T LA B VR I a8 v] BB R AN SCAR B 31 205K — IR 1

M EEXT 255 B VEAT 55 SCARIBIEGE , X B AR # 47 A FIHT B SEUEE 98 B 5/ (B
IVERZEA B EES I B TN e S R B EE 7R R B G i
ODEBIENLH . I, X RES IR B AEE AT R A S ZS AT T2 A9 FF e AR FH R 24
SZa., WEFERRT IESEEAGEBEMES 3 M5 g A 2
IR R ZE A B VRS T RS e S VE 7 BB 2L & IS Tt ( Plakans et al. ,2019) , 5 ik
WSR2 B HE « K BRRZE (Michel Marije et al. ,2020) & HR T4 57 BAEAT 45 FZ: 4
VRS A FR X L, A8 S AR R A5 R A A 7oA D R 5 45 R G A TA R st
PR R A BEESESERBL L T HIMshA&ME M7 AT, (15
VER R OKREORAE (2020) 2R 1 T IR 236 B5 R0 SRR R TR 6 7 ik, 5 5 —
FETT AR SR ARG I IR 58 (A 5 8 3045 B 4 1w | o ELAAR ) DL A

3 45iE

ARHIFGE R FHSCHR 7 2007 1 2003—2023 4E [E A5 5 VR 55 BF 55 1Y SCHik & S
BRI PFR IR SRS, AR R 56— R SCREMIR LR | B Ak & S0 R 5
AEFAS K RS BT | SCERZTE 2012—2016 4F IR, 258 BARIT 55 A3 512 ey It
TE R BERIFSY ;565 =, WA ST $8 FUE | R4k 256 B AREAE S W i e A DG A i) T LA 43R
LA E VRS RIS A SR g T 255 B AR SCR B R AR AR B IEE T 5T
MZEABAIE IMES IR AL A B S T s HILRER L, B E R KA EE
55 SRR GERRHIE SRR o BB 4G ) TEAEL R SOR PP ey
BRI, 5= NERBEIE LA SRS R R 2 Joib, 58 07 1 AW R
BEA, G T A SR — SRR —2 > H S UG BB (T . 7F 2015 4F K2 T,
LA BT S5 W PEo R R TF K M S 9% 2 B 4 X K 5 2016—2023 4, 25 A BAEAT 55
5 1) e e Dk 2 32 B Ak R X6 5 A SCAS BT R R AE 43 B B VEAT R SO B WA~ 4332
AR, GEA B RS MR 2 U BB EIGEM I 45 A — i B 2# RS, (5 BBl R £
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E R LR TS BT A

B H AT, 285 SRS O ITAE A e B B, i BT A A 25 nT A R R 5[], 22
I AR JLT K 55K S8

S E B N R UL 55 RN 255 BAER S BRI . 46 BAEE S RIS
A BIRBENG R U T SRR S T 5t R A S th A RS B ) B S A SCR I L 3)
AETE S PR AL SR AR IR (£ 00 W,2012) . EAMIFRAER R G A BIFE 551 S R
AR E R R I, PEAE SR AR B — AR 55 AR i A ) I AR, 5 3 F B U AN R
2R AT BES A H X A SCAS B0 A 5 MR, i 3 [ 52 i 55 V= S B i, B A 2 A
FERIACUE T 5~ 3 B3 3 A A SCAS X SR H A SE [ B2 00 (Bui et al. ,2021; 283 4%,
2024) | JRLETFE ] NIX— BV gt — B2 5 R 255 5 1 B 191 22 TR R S HARE
BLA

S IR S DA B LU E sk Bs e BHEOR s T, e, BT RTIA X OS5Ik
AT, AHER A 1Y MRS B AR SSUENT ST LASERE O 3 F BT B B AR & 0F
FOT I RIRVERT S E . BRI AT RE B I BT AR BOR S Kl , AR,
FETLBENS WIR AR R ER A SR B P A 4708 A O MU A 4R SR
A AR GER RV AE . R, B e R e S HEOR RS AT il RHEE 2 IR 5w HF
S ONFIR AR WO SN R 2R BS R EE T RE S  R ROR B
I HA BT 7 I S S A RHEORANES & 0 BN A58 P AR AT 7 R 2 i Wi AR S it
s, SR T MLk MR BEATC L, I 4550 BLEA AT 5T Y B 10 SR MR BB BR 0K
S AR R AR S VAT 55 BRI R AL G BUIRAS

=2 By R BRI R T A SRS S R LRI . R, ENAMELZ
BRI 5 IR R I Z AR (ANFE S TEA (E-rater I Peerceptiv 7EZE I P &
58 E Y iWrite iTest LB IS AR I REE5F) . XEETELL G IR 5 LITHR AL
W28 A, AR R B A sl e e i1 —5 T —5 R 55 Uy Semti b, £F T
B AFPRHORLES BT A4S 5 B 3 4R T T ZAL 55 B 2R HCARBCR G R IR S
HEAh, BE N TR REX R e 2B By ohile AL THIM A {5 B 3R SR B3 ) 20K A LA B
R O AR AN S S, BN, LR 2R 5 5 AR A ST Ll DY\ I L
% (MR 55,2020) , AR A AELR 32 ) IR R B G ARR T 9T B AR R ] R B A £
FEAHES R AR, 52T IRA R R LG ST 55 ey L 2 LY
AR T, X L Tk LI T SRR 275 G AR 55 i AR MSCAR I 25 57, f R & L
BRSBTS B ARG R IR R

ASCR SR TR TR T 238 S AR 55 B9 R SCREMACIR DL W FE G RUR TR 34, A
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AT M AN 75 T L 48 [ A1 255 B VRAT 55 WP ST i) SRk 4 . B T IR SR BIF S E 1Y
TEIR AR AT LA T NSNS B ARAR 55 RS LUBIFST , 38 %o [ A A2 3 S R T 5 0t
FRIESETT I FEATRE L 3T, i Ui s 4 i 3 2 S5 F1 S &

SE Lk
Abolhasani, H., Golparvar, S. E. & M. A. Robatjazi. 2022. Modelling the Role of L2 Writing Anxiety in Graph-based
Composing Performance and Strategy use[ J] Journal of Psycholinguistic Research (2) ; 417-435.
Bai, B. & J. Wang. 2020. Conceptualizing Self-regulated Reading-to-write in ESL/EFL Writing and Investigating lts
Relationships to Motivation and Writing Competence[ J]. Language Teaching Research (5): 1193-1216.
Barkaoui, K. 2014. Examining the Impact of L2 Proficiency and Keyboarding Skills on Scores on TOEFL-iBT Writing Tasks. [ J]
Language Testing(2) :241-259.
Bui, G. & X. Luo. 2021. Topic Familiarity and Story Continuation in Young English as a Foreign Language Learners’ Writing
Tasks[ J]. Studies in Second Language Learning and Teaching (3) : 377-400.
Chan, S., Inoue, C. & L. Taylor. 2015. Developing Rubrics to Assess the Reading-into-writing Skills: A Case Study[ J].
Assessing Writing (26) : 20-37.
Chan, S. & J. Yamashita. 2022. Integrated Writing and Its Correlates: A Meta-analysis[ J |. Assessing Writing (54) :100-662.
Cho, Y. ,Rijmen, F. & J. Novak. 2013. Investigating the Effects of Prompt Characteristics on the Comparability of TOEFL iBT™
Integrated Writing Tasks[J]. Language Testing (4) : 513-534.
Cumming, A.,C.Lai & H. Cho.2016. Students’ Writing from Sources for Academic Purposes: A Synthesis of Recent Research
[J]. Journal of English for Academic Purposes (23) : 47-58.
Gebril, A. 2009. Score Generalizability of Academic Writing Tasks: Does one Test Method Fit it all[ J ] Language Testing(4) :
507-531.
Golparvar, S. E. & H. Abolhasani. 2022. Unpacking the Contribution of Linguistic Features to Graph Writing Quality: An
Analytic Scoring Approach[ J]. Assessing Writing (53) :1-16.
Granado-Peinado, M. Mateos, M. E. Martin & I. Cuevas. 2019. Teaching to Write Collaborative Argumentative Syntheses in
Higher Education[ J]. Reading and Writing (8) : 2037-2058.
Guo, L., Crossley, S. A. & McNamara, D. S. 2013. Predicting human judgments of essay quality in both integrated and
independent second language writing samples: A comparison study[ J]. Assessing Writing (3) : 218-238.
Knoch, U. & W. Sitajalabhorn. 2013. A Closer Look at Integrated Writing Tasks: Towards a More Focused Definition for
Assessment Purposes[ J]. Assessing Writing (4) : 300-308.
Kyle, K. & S. Crossley. 2016. The Relationship Between Lexical Sophistication and Independent and Source-based Writing[ J].
Journal of Second Language Writing (34) ; 12-24.
Liao, R. J. R. Ohta & K. Lee. 2024. The Relationship Between Written Discourse Features and Integrated Listening-to-write
Scores for Adolescent English Language Learners[ J]. Language Testing (1) ; 35-59.
Michel, M. , A. Révész, X. Lu, N. E. Kourtali , M. Lee & L. Borges. 2020. Investigating 1.2 Writing Processes Across
Independent and Integrated Tasks: A Mixed-methods Study[J]. Second Language Research (3) : 307-334.
Ohta, R., L. M. Plakans & A. Gebril. 2018. Integrated Writing Scores Based on Holistic and Multi-trait Scales: A
Generalizability Analysis[ J]. Assessing Writing (38) : 21-36.
Payant, C., McDonough, K., Uludag, P., & Lindberg, R. 2019. Predicting Integrated Writing Task Performance; Source
Comprehension, Prewriting Planning, and Individual Differences[J]. Journal of English for Academic Purposes(40) : 87-97.
- 196 -



A KB FEAMEE TGS PR S B i

Plakans, L. 2008. Comparing Composing Processes in Writing-only and Reading-to-write Test Tasks [ J]. Assessing Writing
(13) :111-129.

Plakans, L. 2009. Discourse Synthesis in Integrated Second Language Writing Assessment| J ]. Language Testing (4) : 561-587.

Plakans, L. & A. Gebril. 2012. A Close Investigation into Source Use in Integrated Second Language Writing Tasks [ J ].
Assessing Writing (1) ; 18-34.

Plakans, L. & A. Gebril. 2013. Using Multiple Texts in an Integrated Writing Assessment: Source Text Use as a Predictor of
Score[ J]. Journal of Second Language Writing (3) : 217-230.

Plakans, L., A. Gebril & Z. Bilki. 2016. Shaping a Score: Complexity, Accuracy, and Fluency in Integrated Writing
Performances[ J|. Language Testing (2) : 161-179.

Plakans, L., Liao, J. T. & F. Wang. 2019. “I should Summarize This Whole Paragraph”: Shared Processes of Reading and
Writing in Iterative Integrated Assessment Tasks[ J]. Assessing Writing (40) : 14-26.

Shi, B. L. Huang & X. Lu. 2020. Effect of Prompt Type on Test-takers’ Writing Performance and Writing Strategy Use in the
Continuation Task[ J]. Language Testing (3): 361-388.

Shin, S. Y. &D. Ewert. 2015. What Accounts for Integrated Reading-to-write Task Scores? [ J] Language Testing (2):
259-281.

Sormunen, E., M. Tanni, T. Alamettili & J. Heinstrom. 2014. Students’ Group Work Strategies in Source-based Writing
Assignments[ J]. Journal of the Association for Information Science and Technology (6) : 1217-1231.

Storch, N. 2019. Collaborative Writing[ J]. Language Teaching(5) :40-59.

Wang,C. & M. Wang. 2015. Effect of Alignment on 1.2 Written Production| ]]. Applied Linguistics (5) :503-526.

Weigle, S. C. & K. Parker. 2012. Source Text Borrowing in an Integrated Reading/Writing Assessment[ J]. Journal of Second
Language Writing(21) : 118-133.

Xie, Q. 2023. Assessing Source Use: Summary vs. Reading-to-write Argumentative Essay[ ]]. Assessing Writing (57) : 100755.

Yang, H. C. 2012. Modeling the Relationships Between Test-taking Strategies and Test Performance on a Graph-writing Task -
Implications for EAP[ J]. English for Specific Purposes (3): 174-187.

Yang, H. C. & L. Plakans. 2012. Second Language Writers’ Strategy Use and Performance on an Integrated Reading-listening-
writing Task[ J]. TESOL Quarterly (1) : 80-103.

Zhang, X. 2017. Reading-writing Integrated Tasks, Comprehensive Corrective Feedback, and EFL Writing Development [ J ]
Language Teaching Research(2) : 217-240.

Zhang, Y. & J. Ouyang. 2023. Linguistic Complexity as the Predictor of EFL Independent and Integrated Writing Quality[ J 7.
Assessing Writing(56) :1-12.

Zhao, P. ,X. Zhu, Y. Yao & X. Liao. 2023. Ideal 12 Self, Enjoyment, and Strategy use in 12 Integrated Writing: A Self-
regulatory Learning Perspective[ J . System(115) :1-10.

Zhu, X., Guan, Y. & Y. Yao.2022. Transfer of Ideal L1 and L2 Writing Selves and Their Impacts on L2 Writing Enjoyment and
Integrated Writing Performance[ J ] . Assessing Writing (54) : 100-111.

WRUL, BR A & 0 R SRR W, £ X 2015, CiteSpace %238 E B 7 kb fE [ )], BF 5 59F 5% (2) :242-253.

T — R, B AR 2022. EAMBEAFEREFIXEEET NP E[I]. MAFNEEFRFHR(2) . 43-51
+160.

B8 BN, 2023 BESERE ETRESRE T R[] ELIEEAFFR(3): 84-90.

MED K. 2012. FANEXPHEAERIE RS EZEFEFEHEERNG B[], SE 5 IEHF (4) :43-47.

M¥D, %F%. 2023 FAETHEEZAELEHEMREAGZ @[], ARIE(6): 817-828.

W, — A, WA, 2023, BEEEALA T AN e 55 Mo BE A R[] ASNE (2) @ 270-283.

- 197 -



AME TR SC 2025 4F56 4 )

Zlg, 2022, AW+ FENIFAREEFR. AL R[] SEHF SH R (3) ; 413-424+480.

ZAh, R, 2015, BESEMEEEEETREAE AREMRAEL RN H[T]. HRIE(3):366-375.
R, AR . 2020, HEREEXFL LN NAKERORE KGR E[]]. MERMAHF(2): 62-68+10.

B E,ER-R. 2022, HAESIRESNARBRERT—K 8 5Kz AL WIEFE[]]. SMHEF K (2) :53-60.
FEREMR. 2024, REESHEARBELSFAHCEN ML M[T]. IRIE (2) 222-233.

EWW. 2012, BEEE—RENBEFIREH —MAARFT [T ER (5): 2-7.

EAA.2017. N ULE R 7B LUE R F7 [J]. 5B HF 5 HT R (4) :547-556.

TH,EWW. 2014, BELESHMEBA[T]. ARIE (4): 501-512+584.

THE. 2021 BEEEWEFHERFRR[I]. MER (6): 15-22.

FE,EWE. 2020. LELSE RSN XKEFE MR R EHEN T[], BARENSEEFRE®R (1) 3341
BER,IME. 2020, MERN THEIETESEXAFEHASRERRT[I]. SHEIEX (2): 152-160.

Wt BRARE. 2022. A E W ZBERLLREIRAK[I]. BHENEEFRFR(2): 52-60.

kX, KA HAE. 2022 REELGNEF_BEEEEEALHEANYRAEL]]. BRESEEFRFR (2): 79-86.
TKE, BE R, 2023, REIEELES PR AMEERENZHT]. ARME(2): 259-269.

An Analysis of Hotspots and Trends of International

Research into Integrated Writing Tasks
LIU Min  ZHANG Guonan

Abstract: Based on the database of Web of Science core collection, this paper, via Citespace, conducts a visualized analysis
of international research into integrated writing tasks in recent 20 years (2003—2023) from three perspectives: the overall
publication information, research hotspots and research trends. The results reveal that international research into integrated writing
tasks has shown a remarkable dynamic growth trend. Research hotspots include source text utilization and integrated writing
strategies, discourse feature analysis of integrated writing texts, integrated writing in the EAP context, and the application of
collaborative learning models in integrated writing. The findings indicate a cognitive shift in recent studies of integrated writing
tasks, emphasizing the mental operation mechanisms of writers during the information integration process. Enhancing the synthesis
of interdisciplinary research methodologies, focusing on the interplay of leamner factors and task factors of integrated writing, and
exploring the impact of online writing platforms will become important breakthroughs in expanding the research dimensions of
integrated writing tasks.

Key words:integrated writing task ; research hotspots; research trends; Citespace
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